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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinaiy skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 1-10 and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ogawa et al. (JP 2002279325), as cited by the Applicant. 

Re claim 1 , Ogawa et al. as cited by the Applicant teaches that a mobile phone sends SIM 
card identification information read from a SIM card to a host server, the information is verified 
with information in a user database at the host server and only when the information is matched 
as a result of verification is the information downloaded and stored on the SIM card. This is 
broadly interpreted as data reading/writing apparatus that reads out the data and writes data, 
wherein data from the SIM card is read and compared to registered information at the server and 
if consistent then data is written (in response to a write command) (see abstract). Though silent 
to collation, the Examiner notes that as there is a SIM card, it is understood that identification 
data is read out from the SIM card and matched with registration data, prior to the telephone 
being able to make a call (in order to permit the phone to be used, as is typical with SIM based 
phones). Therefore, the phone users SIM card must be verified/authenticated prior to use. 
Altematively, The Examiner has interpreted that the host server 3 is the data writing apparatus as 
it reads (receives) data from the card and writes (transmits/downloads) data to the card. 
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Re claim 2, the Examiner notes that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, in light of the teachings of Ogawa et al. to have an input device in order to provide data 
to be input to specify the applicable data, as a means to provide such data to the system. 
Regarding the writing data specifying information receiving device, the Examiner notes that as 
data/information is requested by a user, it would have been obvious to have a device to receiving 
the requested information as part of establishing communication to facilitate the transfer of the 
information. 

Re claims 3-4, the Examiner notes that the type of information that would be stored on 
the SIM card is an obvious matter of design variation, within the ordinary skill in the art based 
on design constraints, system considerations, design choice, etc. Further, as Ogawa et al. teaches 
a financial transaction, the Examiner notes that such written information could be fee related, 
and/or data/information related to the portal/website, also noting that even fee data could also 
include data specifying the web/portal as a mean to provide information regarding the fees. 
Nonetheless, the Examiner notes that in the transaction, recording fee information or 
website/portal related information would have been within the ordinary skill in the art, based on 
the nature of the transaction. 

Re claim 5, as discussed above, the portable terminal is a portable phone. As discussed 
above, the identification data is the SIM card identification information, which is compared with 
a server (carrier of the phone). 

Re claim 6, though silent to a GSM phone, the Examiner notes that GSM phones are an 
obvious expedient as they are known to be used with SIM cards to permit added 
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access/fiinctionality as determined by the SIM card, such as but not limited to phone usage in 
different countries, prepaid values, etc. 

Re claim 8-9, contactless SIM cards (RF) are known in the art as an obvious expedient 
for convenience, reduction in wear, and protection to the inside of the device from contaminants 
that would result from a contact card, such as ISO 14443 SIM cards, as an example. 

Re claims 13-14, the limitations have been discussed above. 

3. Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogawa et al., 
as discussed above, in view of Meindl et al. (US 20020086704). 

The teachings of Ogawa et al. have been discussed above. 
Ogawa et al. is silent to contactless/RF communication. 
Meindl et al. teaches such limitations (FIG. 1 showing a contactless SIM card 
communication) . 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine the teachings of Ogawa et al. with those of Meindl et al. for the benefits of 
contactless communication as known in the art and discussed above (reduction in wear, 
protection of the intemals of a device, etc.). 

4. Claims 1, 7-10, and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ijichi et al. (US 20020125311). 

Re claims 1 and 7-10, Ijichi et al. teaches a data/reading writing device with a function of 
reading and reading data from a memory medium, a collation device for collating data peculiar to 
the user of the portable terminal read from the memory medium by the portable terminal with 
user registration data in advance, and outputting written data when they are consistent (FIG. 9 
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which teaches a reader/writer that writes data when read data from the memory is collated with 
user registration data, which is interpreted as when the input password matches the 
stored/registered password of the IC card). Though silent to user registration data/identification 
data/a data collation device, the Examiner notes that the structure of Ijichi et al. is believed to 
support data collation. Such collation would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to be performed by an electronic device, such as a controller/processor. The Examiner ahs 
interpreted the password/identification data as the identification and registration data, when 
"registered in advance" can be interpreted as being input before writing/collation occurs. 

Re claim 2, though silent, it is understood that a writing data specifying unit is present to 
allow data to be input in order to bet written according to the command. 

Re claims 7-10, the Examiner notes that both contactless and contact communication is 
taught (paragraph [0034]). Regarding the limitations of removal of the memory from the 
portable terminal before interaction with the reader/writer device, the Examiner notes that the 
card of Ijichi et al. is interpreted as being able to be attached to other portable terminals, as 
understood by one of ordinary skill in the art, and therefore, control unit 19 can be interpreted as 
the reader/writer device. 

Re claims 13-14, the limitations are believed to have been discussed above, wherein the 
Examiner notes that a portable terminal memory is interpreted as a memory that is operable in a 
portable terminal, but does not require the presence of the portable terminal. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL WALSH whose telephone number is (571)272-2409. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9am-7pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steven Paik can be reached on 571-272-2404. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/DANIEL WALSH/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2887 



